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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1,6-11 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Hayes et al (US 2002/0123312). 

As to claim 1 , Hayes discloses the planar inverted F antenna comprising: a 
ground plane (Figure 4A element 43), a first radiator (Figure 4A element 42b) connected 
to the ground plane (43), spaced from the ground plane (as shown in figure 4A 
elements 43 and 42b) and extending in a first direction (wherein the first direction is 
considered to extend from the first radiating element to the left, toward second radiating 
element); and a second radiator (Figure 4A element 42a) connected to the first radiator 
(as shown in figure 4A elements 42a and 42b), spaced from the first radiator (as shown 
in Figure 4A, the gap between element 42a and 42b), extending unsupported in the first 
direction, and having an end connected to an antenna cable (Figure 4A element 46, 
where a second antenna 46 is a conductor in the helical shape (i.e. wire or cable)). 

Note: The words "a portable computer including a main body and monitor" were 
not given a patentable weight because those words are contained in the preamble of 
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the claim and F antenna described in the body of the claim can be used also in other 
devices beside the portable computer. 

As to claims 6 and 13, Hayes et al disclose that frequency bands of the first 
radiator (Figure 4A element 42b) and the second radiator (Figure 4A element 42a) are 
changed according to adjustments of at least one of a length of the first radiator, a 
length of the second radiator, and a gap between the first radiator and the second 
radiator (paragraph 50). 

As to claim 7, Hayes et al disclose the second radiator (Figure 4A element 42a) 
being disposed in parallel with a side of the first radiator (as shown in figure 4A 
elements 42a and 42b). 

As to claim 8, Hayes et al disclose a planar inverted F antenna comprising: a 
ground plane (Figure 4A element 43), a first radiator connected to the ground plane, 
and extending in a first direction with a predetermined separation from the ground plane 
(as shown in figure 4A elements 42b and 43); a second radiator connected to a first end 
thereof radiator and extending unsupported, in the first direction (as shown in the figure 
4A elements 42a and 42b, where first end is considered to be the part of element 42a 
which is directly connected with element 42b); and an antenna cable (Figure 4A or 4B 
element 46) connected to a second end of the second radiator (Figure 4A, where 
second end is considered to be a far most top end of element 42a to which an antenna 
cable 46 is connected). 

As to claim 9, Hayes et al discloses the antenna operating in more than two 
frequency bands (paragraph 5, since it is written in this paragraph that more than one 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/751 ,471 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2163 

communication system is utilized , and each communication system such as GSM or 
DCS operates at two different frequencies, this leads to the conclusion that the F 
antenna as described by Hayes et al is capable of operating in four different 
frequencies). 

As to claim 10, Hayes et al disclose the first (Figure 4A element 42b) and second 
(Figure 4A element 42a) radiators are substantially parallel (as shown in figure 4A 
elements 42a and 42b). 

As to claim 1 1 , Hayes et al disclose the first radiator (Figure 4A element 42b) and 
the ground plane (Figure 4A element 43) being substantially parallel (as shown in figure 
4A elements 42b and 43). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 2, 15-20 and 24-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hayes et al (US 2002/0123312) in the view of Masaki et al (US 
6388627). 

As to claim 2, Hayes et al discloses all the limitations presented in claim 1 , they 
do not teach however, the planar inverted F antenna being installed in an upper part of 
the monitor. Masaki et al teach installing an antenna on the top of the display housing. It 
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would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art during the time when the 
invention was made to incorporate Masaki et al teaching (i.e. laptop which has an 
antenna in the middle of the top of the display housing) and combine it with Hayes et al 
teaching, to incorporate F antenna into the laptop, because F antenna is well suited for 
use in the electronic devices undergoing miniaturization (US 2002/0123312 paragraph 
4) for instance laptops and in addition to this F antenna as described above can work 
within multiple frequency bands (paragraph 5) and F antenna has high gain and omni 
directional radiation (US 2002/0000939 paragraph 4). All those advantages of F 
antenna are really important aspects, and there are highly suitable for such a device like 
portable computer where users want to have wireless access to the internet, and where 
the antenna should be small enough so it does not require larger housing. 

As to claim 15, Hayes et al teach a planar antenna (Figure 4A), the antenna 
having: a ground plane (Figure 4A element 43). A first radiator (Figure 4A element 42b) 
connected to the ground plane (43), with a predetermined separation from the ground 
plane (as shown in figure 4A elements 43 and 42b), a second radiator (Figure 4A 
element 42a) connected at a first end thereof to the first radiator (as shown in figure 4A 
where part directly connecting with the first radiator is considered to be a first end), and 
an antenna cable (Figure 4A element 46) connected to a second end of the second 
radiator (as shown in figure 4A where the top edge of the second plate (42a) is 
considered to be a second end of the second radiator). Hayes et al do not teach a main 
body, a monitor and F antenna being installed in the monitor. Masaki et al teach a 
laptop comprising an antenna mounted in the top part of the monitor. It would have 
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been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art during the time when the invention 
was made to use the F antenna taught by Hayes et al in the portable computer taught 
by Masaki et al because portable computers are often used by user for surfing an 
internet using wireless connection, which allows an individual to move around place and 
being able to use an internet. F antennas have very good radiation pattern and 
performance (Intel Technology Journal Q2, 2000, page 3 last paragraph). Those 
features are critical in providing long-range wireless connection. Installing an antenna 
on the top of monitor allows for better signal propagation and therefore better 
connection since top of monitor housing is the highest point in the laptop. 

As to claim 16, Hayes et al discloses the antenna operating in more than two 
frequency bands (paragraph 5, since it is written in this paragraph that more than one 
communication system is utilized , and each communication system such as GSM or 
DCS operates at two different frequencies, this leads to the conclusion that the F 
antenna as described by Hayes et al is capable of operating in four different 
frequencies). 

As to claim 17, Hayes et al also teach the first and the second radiators (Figure 
4A elements 42a and 42b) being substantially parallel (as shown in the figure 4A). 

As to claim 18, Hayes et al further teach the first radiator (Figure 4A element 
42b) and the ground plane (Figure 4A element 43) being substantially parallel (as 
shown in the figure 4A). 

As to claim 19, Hayes et al teach the ground plane (Figure 4A element 43), the 
first radiator (Figure 4A element 42b), and a second radiator (Figure 4A element 42a) 
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being integrally formed (as shown in figure 4A, the meaning of word "integrally" is better 
explained in the justification for rejection of claim 12). 

As to claim 20, Hayes et al also teach that the frequency bands of the antenna 
are adjusted by adjusting at least one of a length of the first radiator (Figure 4A element 
42b), a length of the second radiator (Figure 4A element 42a), and a gap between the 
first and second radiators (paragraph 50). 

As to claim 24, Hayes et al and Masaki et al teach all the limitations presented in 
claim 15, Masaki et al also teach a portable computer comprising: a latch part to open 
and close the monitor with respect to the main body (column 3 lines 22-26, where lock 
button inherently has to be connected with a latch in order to open or lock the computer, 
as seen in all portable computers), wherein the antenna is installed in the latch part 
(column 3 lines 22-26). 

As to claim 25, Hayes et al teach a planar antenna (Figure 4A), the antenna 
having: a ground plane (Figure 4A element 43). A first radiator (Figure 4A element 42b) 
connected to the ground plane (43) and extending in the first direction (wherein first 
direction is considered to extend from the feed to the left side of the antenna), with a 
predetermined separation from the ground plane (as shown in figure 4A elements 43 
and 42b), a second radiator (Figure 4A element 42a) connected at a first end thereof to 
the first radiator and extending, unsupported, in the first direction (as shown in figure 4A 
where part directly connecting with the first radiator is considered to be a first end), and 
an antenna cable (Figure 4A element 46) connected to a second end of the second 
radiator (as shown in figure 4A where the top edge of the second plate (42a) is 
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considered to be a second end of the second radiator). Hayes et al do not teach a main 
body, a monitor and F antenna being installed in the monitor. Masaki et al teach a 
laptop comprising an antenna mounted in the top part of the monitor. It would have 
been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art during the time when the invention 
was made to use the F antenna taught by Hayes et al in the portable computer taught 
by Masaki et al because portable computers are often used by user for surfing an 
internet using wireless connection, which allows an individual to move around place and 
being able to use an internet. F antennas have very good radiation pattern and 
performance (Intel Technology Journal Q2, 2000, page 3 last paragraph). Those 
features are critical in providing long-range wireless connection. Installing an antenna 
on the top of monitor allows for better signal propagation and therefore better 
connection since top of monitor housing is the highest point in the laptop. 
5. Claims 4-5 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hayes et al (US 2002/0123312) in the view of Masaki et al (US 6388627) and 
further in the view of Tsai (US 6486834). 

As to claims 4 and 23, Hayes et al and Masaki et al teach all the limitations 
presented in claims 2 and 15. Masaki et al also teach placing an antenna on the top part 
of the monitor. They do not teach however that the ground plane of the planar inverted 
F antenna is electrically grounded on a metal part of the monitor (grounded by 
contacting the metal part). Tsai teaches placing an antenna on the metal part (metal 
hinge) of the portable computer, which is electrically connected to the ground sheet 
(metal sheet, Figure 2 element 26) of the antenna, so that an antenna can be connected 
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to the ground (column 2 lines 66-67 and column 3 lines 1-8). Claim 23 in the application 
also states that the portable computer comprises a metal part, it is an inherent feature in 
such a device like laptop, as it can be noticed even the latch of the laptop is made of 
metal. It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art during the time 
when the invention was made to use Tsai's teaching, and use metal part already 
existing in the housing or body of an electrical device and connect it with the ground 
plane of an antenna (as described in claim 2). An antenna has to have connection with 
ground in order to operate, therefore it is wise to use metal part already existing in the 
housing or in a body of an electrical device such as portable computer because it saves 
space and money and time since a part already existing in the monitor such as metal 
element is utilized and no additional parts are necessary for grounding purposes. 

As to claim 5, Masaki et al teach a portable computer comprising: an 
opening/closing part with a casing (column 3 lines 22-26 and figure 1 A) wherein an 
antenna is provided in the casing of the opening/closing part of the monitor (column 3 
lines 22-26). As it was already explained in claim 2, Hayes et al F antenna comprising 
first and second radiator would be used in Masaki et al portable computer instead of a 
plain flat antenna. 

6. Claims 3 and 21-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hayes et al (US 2002/0123312) in the view of Masaki et al (US 6388627) and 
further in the view of Hachiga et al (US 5896109). 

As to claim 3, Hayes et al and Masaki et al teach all the limitations presented in 
claim 2, Masaki et al also teach placing an antenna with the upper part of a monitor. 
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Hayes et al and Masaki et al do not teach a screw engaging the planar inverted F 
antenna with the surface. Hachiga et al teach a mounting an antenna on the surface 
using screw. It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill during the time 
when the invention was made to incorporate Hachiga et al teaching (mounting using 
screw, column 6 lines 65-67 and column 7 lines 1-2) into the invention described in 
claim 2, because screw allows detachability if needed, and this in fact makes it easier to 
replace parts for instance when they are broken or for any other reasons. 

As to claim 21 , Hayes et al and Masaki et al teach all the limitations presented in 
claim 15. They do not teach however that the antenna comprises an engaging part to 
mount the antenna to the monitor. Hachiga et al teach using screws as a method of 
mounting an antenna on the surface. It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary 
skill in the art during the time when the invention was made to use Hachiga et al method 
of mounting i.e. using screws, to attach an F antenna taught by Hayes et al to the 
portable computer housing taught by Masaki et al because of the reasons listed in the 
justification for rejection of claim 3. 

As to claim 22, Masaki et al teach mounting an antenna in the monitor and 
Hachiga et al teach the engaging part having an opening (Figure 1 element 121b or 
121c), through which a fastener (this part is considered to be a screw because an 
applicant did not describe any other kinds of fastener in the specification, column 6 lines 
65-67 and column 7 lines 1-2) passes to mount the antenna. 

7. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hayes et 
al (US 2002/0123312) in the view of Hachiga et al (US 5896109). Hayes et al teach all 
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the limitations presented in claim 8, they do not teach however that the antenna 
comprising an engaging part, with which to mount the antenna. Hachiga et al teach 
using screws as a method of attaching an antenna to the surface (column 6 lines 65-67 
and column 7 lines 1-2). It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art 
during the time when the invention was made to incorporate Hachiga et al antenna 
mounting method into the F antenna though by Hayes et al because using screws as an 
attachment method allows for an easy detachment if necessary so it is easy to replace 
an antenna, therefore it is more practical. 

8. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hayes et 
al (US Publication 2002/0123312) in the view of Tai et al (US publication 
2003/0234742). Hayes teaches all the limitations as disclosed in claim 8, he does not 
teach however that the ground plane, the first radiator, and the second radiator are 
integrally formed of a single piece of material. Tai teaches a dual frequency inverted-F 
antenna wherein the ground plane (Figure 1, element 13), the first radiator (Figure 1, 
element 12), and the second radiator (Figure 1, element 11), wherein all those pieces 
are integrally formed of a single piece of material (As shown in figure 1). It would have 
been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art during the time the invention was 
made to make the ground plane and first and second radiators integrally from the same 
material because all those elements have to be conductors, therefore it would have 
been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to combine them and make them from 
the same material. Furthermore forming those elements integrally from the same 
material would make the structure more durable since there were would be no pieces 
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which could be easily disconnected. The other advantage of this solution would be the 
lower cost of production. Making a device from different elements requires additional 
machinery, wherein each machine is responsible for certain material or structure, if the 
antenna is made entirely from the same material, this process is simplified and this in 
fact leads to the decrease in production cost. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

9. Claim 26 is allowed. 

10. The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: the prior art 
failed to teach a potable computer comprising a planar inverted F antenna installed in 
the monitor, wherein the antenna having a ground plane, a first radiator connected to 
the ground plane, extending, unsupported, in a first direction, and having a primary face 
approximately parallel to the ground plane; a second radiator connected at a first end 
thereof to the first radiator, extending, unsupported, in the first direction, and having a 
primary face approximately perpendicular to the primary face of the first radiator; and an 
antenna cable connected to a second end of the second radiator. 

1 1 . Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later 
than the payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably 
accompany the issue fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on 
Statement of Reasons for Allowance." 
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Response to Arguments 

12. Applicant's arguments filed on August 17, 2005 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

13. With respect to the applicant's assertion on page 7, stating that Hayes does not 
teach "... a second radiator connected to the first radiator, spaced from the first radiator, 
extending, unsupported, in the first direction, and having an end connected to an 
antenna cable", the examiner disagrees with this statement. Hayes teaches an antenna 
having all those limitations, and the rejection of claims 1 and 8, clearly indicates the 
elements that are matched with particular limitations. 

14. In the following paragraph on the page 7, the applicant states that the second 
radiator is not connected to an antenna cable and therefore Hayes's cannot be used as 
prior art. However the examiner maintains that the second radiator is connected to the 
antenna cable (Figure 4A, elements 42a and 46). 

15. In the same paragraph on page 7, the applicant asserts that the signal feed is 
only connected to the first radiator, however the examiner would like to note that this 
limitation is not in any of the claims, and even if it would be the prior art still reads on 
those limitations because the second radiator might be connected to the signal line 
through the first radiator, since they are both conductors. 

16. With respect to the applicant's argument on page 8, stating that the examiner has 
failed to provide motivation to combine Hayes and Masaki because the suggestion to 
combine the teachings is not based on teaching in the prior art or knowledge generally 



Application/Control Number: 10/751,471 Page 14 

Art Unit: 2163 

available to one of ordinary skill in the art. The examiner would like to point out that the 
examiner qualifies under the second category i.e. person of ordinary skill in the art. 
Furthermore the applicant admits in the last paragraph on page 8, that the examiner 
uses generalized advantages in the motivation for combining the F antenna and the 
portable computer casing. The examiner would like to note that the advantages are 
associated with motivation. Since there are advantages for combining both teachings, 
inherently there is also motivation. Moreover the combination of teachings in this 
instance, is associated with placing the F antenna inside the portable computer housing, 
this in fact does not change the functionality of the antenna itself, and based on the 
needs and applications for which the antenna would be used, it would be obvious to one 
of the ordinary skill in the art to place antenna inside the laptop casing, in such a 
manner as also taught in the prior art. 

1 7. To the best of examiner's knowledge, each combination of the teachings present 
the prima facie case of obviousness because all the limitations are taught in the prior art 
references, there is motivation to combine and finally the combination has a reasonable 
probability of success. 

The Prior Art 

18. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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US Publication 2003/0234742 discloses a dual-frequency inverted-F 
antenna comprising two radiating elements, a ground plane and the 
cable connector attached to the second radiating element. 
US Publication 2004/0174305 discloses a multi-band antenna comprising 
two radiating elements and a ground plane, wherein two radiating 
elements are perpendicular to each other. 

US Patent 6100850 discloses an electronic price label antenna 
comprising two radiating elements connected to a ground plane. 

Conclusion 

This is a continuation of applicant's earlier Application No. 10/75 1,471. All claims 
are drawn to the same invention claimed in the earlier application and could have been 
finally rejected on the grounds and art of record in the next Office action if they had 
been entered in the earlier application. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL 
even though it is a first action in this case. See MPEP § 706.07(b). Applicant is 
reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no, however, event will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 



19. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Angela M. Lie whose telephone number is 571-272- 
8445. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Don Wong can be reached on 571-272-1834. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Inquiry 



Angela M Lie 





